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Dualistic Structure Switch, Economic Opening
and Changing Trend of Income Distribution
——Theoretical Hypothesis and Dual-Binary
Analytic Framework

WANG Ren

(Tsinghua University . School of Economics and Management, Beijing, 100084, China)

Abstract; The changing trend of dwellers’ income distribution is re-
stricted by the simultaneous push in economic opening and dualistic structure
switch, but current researches are limited into two different analytic frames
concerning developmental economics and international trade theory, and this
has influenced their explaining capacities for the reality heavily. Combining
dualistic economy theory and value increment theory about international
trade, this paper put forward two theoretical hypotheses, and based on this,
established a four-sector and dual-binary analytic framework which included
three labor-force transfer routes, The new analytic framework can explain
the actual changing trend of dwellers’ income distribution under the dual re-
strictions more comprehensively, and this framework has better plurality in
the reality, so it can enrich and develop the Kuznets’ inverted-U hypothesis
greatly.
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